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Land Action Plan 

 

Consultation and Engagement Summary  

 

The consultation and engagement approach consisted of two main stages set out in turn 

below: early engagement and wider public consultation. 

 

Early engagement 

 

The starting point for the Land Action Plan was the 2011 document “Green Infrastructure to 

Combat Climate Change: A Framework for Action in Cheshire, Cumbria, Greater Manchester, 

Lancashire, and Merseyside”. This was prepared by Community Forests Northwest for the 

Northwest Climate Change Partnership. Its development involved significant evidence 

gathering and engagement from 72 organisations, including Cheshire West and Chester 

Council.  

 

Early in the development of the Land Action Plan a dialogue was established with internal 

stakeholders through meetings and email discussions, to share the approach taken and help 

shape the Plans contents. This was especially important as delivery of the Plan will be 

dependent on individual teams taking ownership of the actions relevant to them. Following 

the production of a first draft in June 2021, a meeting was held with Council officers asking 

for feedback. At their request, meetings were held with individual Council teams to discuss 

the draft as pertinent to them and provide feedback. These teams were Cheshire Farms, 

Environmental Commissioning, Planning, Procurement, Property, and Regeneration. Other 

teams engaged with were: Climate Change, Communications, Highways, Localities, 

Streetcare, Total Environment, and Transport. 

 

A number of internal Council groups and boards were also engaged with in order to review 

the Land Action Plan and provide feedback. The Climate Emergency Governance Board 

were engaged with following the completion of the first draft and prior to the wider public 

consultation. In addition, prior to the wider public consultation, the Strategic Assets Board, 

Management Board, Informal Cabinet, and Poverty Truth Advisory Board were engaged with. 
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External stakeholders were also involved during the development of the Land Action Plan, 

through meetings and email discussions about particular issues. Stakeholders engaged with 

included: Cheshire Wildlife Trust, Forestry Commission, Forest Research, Grosvenor Estate, 

National Farmers Union, Natural England, Tatton Group, The Mersey Forest, Tyndall Centre, 

and representatives from the bioenergy sector. 

 

Prior to the wider public consultation, the final draft was shared with the Council officers who 

had been involved to date and with potential partners who were named in the Land Action 

Plan.  

 

Wider public consultation 

 

The consultation ran for 6 weeks from 1st November to 12th December 2021. It was open to 

anyone to take part, including Council officers, organisations and individuals.  

 

Working with the Council’s Insight and Intelligence Team, an online approach was taken to 

the consultation to minimise the risk of COVID-19. A page was set up on the Council’s 

engagement platform, Participate Now, for the consultation. This hosted the full-length Land 

Action Plan as well as a summary version, to ensure people could engage at an appropriate 

level for them. Respondents were asked to complete a survey, to enable the responses to be 

analysed efficiently. This contained a mixture of open and closed questions, including a scale 

of agreement and options to provide additional comments. An email address was also 

provided if people preferred to submit their responses that way, as well as a postal address. 

Alternative formats such as audio, Braille, and large print were available on request. 

 

The consultation was promoted widely, through a press release, social media 

communications, and the Council’s business and Climate Emergency newsletters. Emails 

were also sent directly to a wide range of internal and external stakeholders within the 

agricultural, natural, and environmental sectors, prompting them to share with their networks. 

The Land Action Plan was also featured at a session of the Climate Emergency Taskforce in 

November 2021, to encourage political and resident engagement.  

 

Response to the Consultation 
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• There were 130 responses in total to this consultation. 

• 106 responses to the survey on Participate Now. 

• 24 responses were returned via email, including some very thorough responses. 

• 30 people attended the Climate Emergency Taskforce session. 

• Survey or email responses were received from 31 named organisations: AGE UK 

Cheshire, Ashton Hayes and Horton cum Peel Parish Council, Cheshire and Warrington 

Local Enterprise Partnership, Cheshire Clinical Commissioning Group, Cheshire 

Community Action, Cheshire Wildlife Trust, Chester and District Friends of the Earth, 

Chester Archaeological Society, Chester Community Energy Ltd, Chester Cycling 

Campaign, Chester Zoo, Climate Action Frodsham/Frodsham Transition Initiative, CPRE, 

Cumbria Woodlands, Cycling North Cheshire, Girl Guiding, Kelsall working group on 

environment/wildlife (reporting to Kelsall Parish Council), Little Leigh Parish Council, 

MacFadyen Ltd, National Allotment Society, National Farmers Union – North West of 

England, Natural England, Peel NRE, Tarvin Community Woodland Trust, The 

Conservation Volunteers, The Mersey Forest, The Sandstone Ridge Trust, United 

Utilities, University of Chester, University of Salford, and Wirral Wildlife. 

• The majority of survey responses were from Cheshire West and Chester residents (64 

percent). Respondents also included local groups with a specific interest in climate 

change (10 percent), other (9 percent), representatives of voluntary or community 

organisations (8 percent), local town or parish councillors (6 percent), employees of 

Cheshire West and Chester Council (4 percent), and elected members of Cheshire West 

and Chester Council (1 percent). Please note that percentages total more than 100 

percent as respondents could select more than one answer. 

• Most survey responses were from people aged 65+ (36 percent), followed by 55-64 (26 

percent), 45-54 (17 percent), 35-44 (13 percent), 25-34 (7 percent), and 16-24 (1 

percent). The majority of responses were from white British people (93 percent), 3 percent 

were white Irish, whilst any other white background, black or black British-Caribbean, and 

travelling community (travellers of Irish descent), accounted for 1 percent of responses 

each.  
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Summary of responses 

 

Comments were highly supportive for all areas of the plan including the vision and individual 

actions. Indeed, in the survey, when asked the extent to which they agreed or disagreed with 

the vision and individual actions sections the strongest support was for the vision, with 91 

percent either strongly agreeing or agreeing; the lowest support was for the low carbon 

energy actions, which still had 78 percent either strongly agreeing or agreeing with them. 

Most of the comments were of a constructive nature, with people really engaging with the 

Plan and offering suggestions to strengthen it and ideas to help with delivery. Many 

responses also included offers from partners who wanted to work alongside the Council to 

deliver on particular themes of relevance to them. There was a real appetite for urgent action 

and for this to bring real change on the ground.  

 

A consideration that emerged many times was that the actions need to be made SMART, 

with targets, dates/timelines, monitoring, etc. The provision of this information needs to be 

balanced with the urgency of action required and available officer resource. Producing 

detailed timelines and resource plans for each action would be resource intensive and inhibit 

the publication of the plan, therefore a proportionate approach has been prioritised. 

Respondents wanted stronger wording, with commitment to actions rather than actions 

phrased with terms such as “review”, “support”, “encourage”. Other key themes prompting 

discussion were around dietary change/supporting local livestock farming, the need for 

caution regarding BECCS/AD, and ensuring the 30 percent protected for nature target is 

strong and represents genuine protection. There were a number of comments which were felt 

to be beyond the scope of this Action Plan and of more relevance to strands from the Climate 

Emergency Response Plan that cross over with this Land Action Plan, for example on 

transport, energy, housing/buildings, as well as responses relating to flooding and adaptation 

to climate impacts that went beyond the natural solutions covered here. In response to 

feedback, the three sections relating to water (surface water flooding, river/tidal flooding and 

managing water resources) will also be merged to ensure these issues are addressed 

collectively. 

 

We have tried to group the themes that have emerged under the relevant section of the Land 

Action Plan, to allow for the analysis of responses and for changes to be made. 
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Introductory sections: Executive Summary, The Vision, The Case for Action, The 

Actions 

 

The vision had the most support out of all the sections in the survey responses. 91 percent 

strongly agreed or agreed with it (in fact 70 percent strongly agreed), whilst 7 percent either 

disagreed or strongly disagreed. Below are the additional considerations that emerged from 

the survey and email responses in relation to these actions. 

 

Vision themes: 

 

• A number of changes were made to the vision as a result of comments:  

o Added food security and restoring soil health into the bullet point “produce food”; 

o Changed “help nature adapt” to “support biodiversity” with amended wording 

o The three sections relating to water (surface water flooding, river/tidal flooding and 

managing water resources) were merged into “manage water in an integrated way”, 

with amended wording to ensure issues were addressed collectively, natural flood 

management referred to, desire to prevent pollutants entering waterways, and 

reducing soil erosion associated with runoff. 

o “Managing visitor pressure” changed to “provide a resilient outdoor recreation and 

visitor resource” with amended wording 

o Bullet point on “soil erosion” has been removed, with this section merged into 

“produce food”, “sequester and store carbon”, “manage water in an integrated 

way”, and “provide a resilient outdoor recreation and visitor resource”. 

• The need to achieve this vision, act immediately, and for everyone to play their part.  

• People welcomed the vision, and felt it would bring benefits even without the context of 

climate change.  

• Several supportive responses stressed their skepticism regarding bioenergy crops or 

carbon capture and storage. This is, however, a key part of the national response 

according to the Climate Change Committee. It can help deal with hard to eliminate and 

residual emissions, but should not be an excuse to not decarbonise in other ways. In 

contrast, one response specifically pointed out support for biomass production and carbon 

storage. 
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• Some comments felt that vision should not include “all land”, as other land uses already 

exist. However, we feel it is helpful to keep it as all, as all land can play some role (large 

or small). For example, it may be that you can do little with existing building footprints 

(although even here, it may be possible to retrofit green roofs) but there will be things that 

can be done with surrounding grounds, such as more tree planting and changes to more 

wildlife friendly management regimes. 

• Tackling inequality must form a key part of the vision, offering an equal outcome for all 

citizens. Inputs and action to be as inclusive and diverse as possible to represent the 

people who live here. 

• Of the 7 percent of responses which did not support the vision: some thought this was not 

part of the Council’s remit, and it should focus on other areas more beneficial to Council 

Tax payers, such as care homes; 2 responses did not accept the reality of climate 

change; one thought that the Plan should be focusing on the need to build homes, 

however this is the scope of the Local Plan rather than this Land Action Plan, which does 

include actions for planning with regard to this agenda; 1 strongly felt that the actions 

were insufficient to change the outcome of climate change and its impacts and that 

complete carbon neutrality was needed by 2030. 

 

Executive summary / case for action / action themes:  

 

• A lot of responses stressed the need for urgent, rapid and deep cuts to emissions. This 

was repeated throughout the responses to all sections of the Action Plan. 

• The target to reduce land use emissions by 10 percent by 2025 was noted in several 

responses. One response wanted this target stated in tonnes. Another felt that this was a 

modest target. Another asked for more detail as to how this was going to be achieved, 

and which of the actions would deliver this. It was recommended that a gap analysis was 

needed of actions to reach this target.  

• Several pointed out that the vast majority of emissions in the borough are not from land 

use; and the need to bring forward plans to address these, such as the Climate 

Emergency Response Plan.  

• The land use baseline emissions of 340 ktCO2e/yr (from the Anthesis report) was 

discussed. It does not take into account carbon flux and in particular emissions from 

degraded peatland. If detailed emissions figures for peatland were used, we could see 
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soils being a net source of emissions. Further exploration of the methodology will occur 

during the lifetime of the plan to ensure the Council and partners are working from a 

mutually agreed baseline.  

• Support for the acknowledgement that the climate and nature emergencies are 

intrinsically linked and should be tackled together.  

• One response was concerned with the impacts of climate change on food security. The 

detailed comments will be covered in other sections of the Plan, but we have added food 

security into the bullet point to produce food.  

• One response called for inclusivity to be mainstreamed throughout. Respondents noted 

the  need for equality, inclusivity and ethics assessments of proposed actions, mentioning 

specifically not placing burden outside of UK.  

• Many responses asked for the actions to be made SMART (Specific, Measurable, 

Achievable, Relevant, and Time-bound) to aid delivery. The Council will seek to develop 

time parameters for the actions as the actions move into the delivery phase..  

• A few responses suggested there is a need to better link the sections / actions in the 

Action Plan together. For example, it was pointed out that a peatland action for carbon 

storage could also help with managing water resources, flooding, and soil erosion, etc. 

Another suggested mapping the actions to the Climate Emergency Response Plan 

strands to identify commonalities, enable shared thinking, joined up resources, achieve 

multiple outcomes from one project. One respondent also questioned if similar plans were 

being produced for the other strands. 

• Respondents were concerned with how this would be funded, and said it needs to be 

sufficiently resourced to succeed. The Council will utilise existing funding such as the 

Climate Emergency Response Plan to deliver on the Plan, however it is recognised that 

there is a need to draw in funding from a wide variety of sources such as government, the 

private sector and communities in order to fully deliver on the Plan. The Online mapping 

was welcomed, but respondents wanted this to be built upon to enable more extensive 

public engagement.  

 

1. Overarching 

 

The overarching actions had a good level of support in the survey responses. 85 percent 

strongly agreed or agreed with them, whilst 8 percent disagreed or strongly disagreed. Below 
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are the additional considerations that emerged from the survey and email responses in 

relation to these actions.  

 

• How the Council will deal with competing interests and priorities was noted. Potential 

competing interests highlighted included the impact of new housing, location of renewable 

energy schemes, lighting/disturbance of green travel routes or increased visitor pressure. 

There is a need to address both the climate and nature emergencies simultaneously to 

help manage these conflicts. 

• It was recommended that the action regarding sustainable commodities was reworded to 

include“…and be sustainable and free from deforestation throughout the supply chain. 

Imported commodities must come from certified sustainable sources”. This has been 

actioned.  

• Respondents suggested the benefits of sub-regional working with other local authorities, 

in order to share best practice, champion, support communications, and increase 

resources to the Local Nature Partnership. This could link to and build on the forthcoming 

Local Nature Recovery Strategy, advance the Natural Capital Agenda, and support land 

use and investment projects at a landscape scale. 

• Respondents discussed the Council’s own land holdings, particularly the Farms estate. 

Respondents wanted the Council to show leadership and real change on their own land 

holdings. Aligned to the farms review, following the end of the current Council plan period 

the Council will “consider the wider merits of options other than disposal on a case-by-

case basis when a farm becomes available for disposal, including options that contribute 

towards addressing the objectives of the Council Plan”.  

• Many responses reflected the crucial role of the planning team in delivering on this 

agenda in new developments. This included in relation to flooding, walking/cycling routes, 

wildlife habitats and trees.  

• Respondents noted the opportunity to provide templates, guidance and support to enable 

Neighbourhood Plans to maximise climate action. The action has been strengthened to 

reference reviewing plans from a climate change perspective as they become due for 

review.  

• Nature based solutions to climate change were welcomed, but they are not a substitute 

for rapid phase out of fossil fuels and deep cuts to emissions. Whilst they do have 

considerable benefits, it is important to manage expectations as to what they can do. 
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• Respondents noted that there will be many occasions where the priorities for the recovery 

of nature may not align with those of nature based solutions to climate change and the 

other multiple functions of green infrastructure.  

• It was stressed by several respondents that there is a real need to actively listen to and 

support community groups. A number of responses asked for truly meaningful 

engagement and partnership with communities. This could take the form of funding such 

as the Climate Emergency Fund, Spacehive and/or wider support such as facilitating 

knowledge sharing between community organisations.  Responses also flagged the need 

to work with, support, engage, and communicate with residents, land owners, and 

experts.  

 

2. Produce Food 

 

The food production actions had a good level of support in the survey responses. 87 percent 

strongly agreed or agreed with them, whilst 7 percent disagreed or strongly disagreed. Below 

are the additional considerations that emerged from the survey and email responses in 

relation to these actions. 

 

• The local agricultural context was considered important. One response argued that 

farmland in west Cheshire is very productive, best suited to livestock grazing, and vitally 

important for food security. It cautioned about using global food production figures, as UK 

milk production typically has a greenhouse gas footprint that is 40 percent of the global 

average, whereas British beef and lamb is amongst the most efficient and sustainable due 

to extensive grass-based systems.  

• Farmers can deliver many other benefits and to do so will require positive engagement 

with the farming community and fair financial rewards.  

• Some felt we needed to discuss alternatives in the future balance of agriculture in 

Cheshire if meat and dairy consumption is reduced. Implications for land use in Cheshire 

West and globally need consideration. 

• Some asked for the link to be made to health benefits of eating less meat. Others argued 

that dairy consumption is important for health, and that meat and dairy are part of a 

healthy balanced diet.  
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• The link with public procurement was made; several responses called for the Council and 

public sector to use procurement to help deliver this action and ensure healthy and 

sustainable meals. 

• Several responses advocated different farming systems e.g. a mixed farming system to 

make best use of farmland and improve soil quality; high nature value farming systems; 

move away from monocultures towards polycultures, agroforestry, silvopasture, 

permaculture, low ploughing, and similar.  

• One response called for further work to motivate farmers to use organic digestate in place 

of synthetic fertilisers, to improve soil quality, decrease water pollution, sequester more 

carbon in soil, and improve biodiversity.  

• Policies in relation to community food growing and allotments were strongly welcomed, 

with people pointing out the links to health and wellbeing, food poverty, that a lot of this 

growing is beneficial to pollinators and supports wildlife as often organic.  

• Respondents discussed encouraging greenhouses and vertical farms, which could be on 

low quality land, and free up land for other uses.  

 

3. Sequester and Store Carbon 

 

The carbon sequestration and storage actions had a high level of support in the survey 

responses. 91 percent strongly agreed or agreed with them, whilst 6 percent disagreed or 

strongly disagreed. Below are the additional considerations that emerged from the survey 

and email responses in relation to these actions. 

 

• The unique position farmers and land managers are in to assist the council in this plan. 

Policies need to be balanced with the need for agricultural business to keep producing 

high quality safe food which will remain the core of activity of agricultural enterprises 

within these areas.  

• A few responses said that whilst carbon storage is important, better consideration was 

needed of carbon flux from peat and other semi-natural habitats, as well as on large land 

uses such as improved grassland.  

• Increased tree and woodland cover was broadly welcomed. Some called for more 

ambitious targets (e.g. 30 percent cover) suggesting Cheshire was starting with a low 
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base so needed to aim higher, and for this to be brought forward from 2045. This target 

will be kept under continual review.  

• Many stressed the importance of the right tree in right place, considering a range of 

factors such as species, sourcing, climate, location and outcome. Issues mentioned 

included consideration of views, landscape character, other habitats / biodiversity 

(grasslands, meadows, reedbeds), future changes in climate, not planting on peatlands or 

areas with high carbon sequestration/storage, not planting in areas which would 

destabilise soils and lead to erosion, preference to native trees for biodiversity rather than 

conifers, the creation of proper woodland habitats not just trees (e.g. with understory, 

ground layer plants, and dead wood). 

• Tree planting is essential, but also need to ensure more mature stands are protected.  

• Other topics that cropped up in relation to trees and woodlands were: incidences of tree 

removal, suggested specific locations for tree planting and management, difficulty of 

finding sites where landowners will embrace long term tree planting as currently not as 

cost effective as other land funding (e.g. stewardships), lack of support/incentives for 

landowners to plant trees, suggestion that the Council gives free trees to residents to 

plant in their gardens and orchards, what trees and shrub species were recommended for 

residents to plant, maintenance contracts needed for tree planting, involvement of 

volunteers, consultation needed for urban planting as potential for future neighbor 

disputes / subsidence issues, road verges as a planting opportunity, all roads should be 

tree-lined retrospectively, encourage residents not to fell healthy trees without 

compensatory measures being required.  

• A few responses mentioned that saltmarsh is overlooked as a potential carbon store. 

There are significant areas of saltmarsh associated with the Mersey Estuary in west 

Cheshire (e.g. Ince Banks).  

 

4. Provide Low Carbon Energy 

 

The low carbon energy provision actions were the most divisive of all the action areas, with 

the lowest level of agreement, the highest level of disagreement, and amongst the highest 

levels of people neither agreeing or disagreeing. That said, 78 percent still strongly agreed or 

agreed with them, whilst 10 percent disagreed or strongly disagreed. Below are the additional 
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considerations that emerged from the survey and email responses in relation to these 

actions. 

 

• Respondents called for more detail on this topic, which is beyond the scope of this Plan 

and better addressed through the energy strand of the Climate Emergency Response 

Plan. 

• Respondents urged caution with regard to BECCS, and some felt that the Council should 

oppose these plans.  

• Some responses also urged caution with regard to anaerobic digestion. 

• Respondents highlighted how the development of the hydrogen economy and positioning 

of the Council as a leading authority in enabling the decarbonisation of industry, heat, and 

power, needs to be considered in relation to its impact on regional land use and 

commitment to other actions in this Plan. 

• Respondents said to unlock full potential of anaerobic digestion, investment and 

confidence in the sector and infrastructure is needed. In relation to anaerobic digestion, 

one respondent felt that whilst larger farms were being encouraged to sustainably 

intensify, a coordinated/cooperative approach to slurry for anaerobic digestion could be 

supported for small/medium farms.  

• Many comments received were beyond the scope for this Action Plan and more relevant 

to the energy strand of the Climate Emergency Response Plan. These included:  

o More emphasis on reducing demand for energy 

o Providing more and strengthening existing information on green energy available 

within West Cheshire.  

o Respondents requested a council recommended webpage that would give advice 

and support on green energy, using pros and cons and costings etc.  

o Reducing demand for energy through council grants and incentives for insulations 

could reduce the effects of energy poverty in Cheshire West and Cheshire.  

o Need to insulate existing housing.  

o Replacing boilers with renewable sources 

o Retrofitting problematic and expensive 

o Promote solar panels 

o Minimising transport, localization, reducing consumption 
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o A popular theme was that the Planning team must insist all new developments 

incorporate green energy.  

o Some scope for hydro generation, and tidal, including osmosis in estuaries. 

o Council recommended companies for green energy supply of solar panels, heat 

pumps etc.  

o Guidance to residents on how they can install solar panels without situations that 

commercially benefit power companies more than the clients.  

o Provide advice, costings, etc to landowners and property owners to encourage the 

installation of renewable energy production. 

o Means tested support from the Council to help residents transfer to green energy 

sources. 

o All new buildings should be built to passive standards with sources of renewable 

energy, solar panels. Retrofitting of solar could also be encouraged including on 

farm buildings, and solar panel roofs for car parks.  

o Planning permission should be conditioned on having at least some sort of 

renewable energy. The cost, and space needed for ground-source heat-pumps can 

more easily be absorbed on a large development site.  

 

5. Provide Low Carbon Materials 

 

The low carbon materials provision actions had a good level of support in the survey 

responses. 87 percent strongly agreed or agreed with them, whilst 6 percent disagreed or 

strongly disagreed. Below are the additional considerations that emerged from the survey 

and email responses in relation to these actions. 

 

• The Council’s existing tree stack was discussed. The Council has an extensive tree 

stock.More innovative ways to manage the tree stock are needed to maximise their 

natural capital value. 

• Respondents noted concern regarding the use of timber in construction and fireproofing, 

insulation, and speed of build was raised. 

• One asked how the timber could be sourced and whether this could be from the UK or by 

importing.  
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• It was noted that as well as low carbon construction materials, the waste hierarchy should 

be followed so that they are reused and made to last longer before any demolition and 

rebuilding. 

• Potential case studies suggested:  

o Delamere Forest Visitor Centre was cited as excellent local example on use of 

timber. It has a timber structure and cladding in addition to many carbon reduction 

features. This also illustrates the challenges, as the timber structure was sourced 

from Europe whereas the larch cladding is from Scotland. 

o Advanced ideas in Sweden on using more timber in buildings, such as in the Vaxjo 

local authority area where there are innovative 8-storey buildings constructed of 

timber. 

 

6. Reduce the Need for Car Travel 

 

The reducing the need for car travel actions had a good level of support in the survey 

responses. 89 percent strongly agreed or agreed with them, whilst 8 percent disagreed or 

strongly disagreed. Below are the additional considerations that emerged from the survey 

and email responses in relation to these actions. 

 

• Many comments pointed out how transport was not fully covered and offered suggestions 

for how to improve this. Many of these suggestions were considered to be beyond the 

scope of this Action Plan, and better suited to the transport section of the Climate 

Emergency Response Plan. They included:  

o Mechanisms to reduce number of short journeys by car and substitute with 

walking/cycling. 

o One response stressed how cycling needs to be made the transport choice for all 

(similar to in the Netherlands and Denmark), and not seen as a specialist activity. 

o Accessibility and inclusivity; the need for more accessible routes which are safe for 

all riders, convenient, comfortable, and attractive for adults and children. 

o Proactive spatial planning aimed at reducing the need for car travel. 

o All new housing developments to be planned with active travel and public transport 

in mind. Car pools on the periphery of developments. 
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o A range of shops/facilities/services within walking/cycling distance of home (15 

minute city model adopted by European cities as a potential starting point). Prioritise 

land for businesses supplying local needs. Local shops also needed in small villages. 

o Reducing urban road and parking capacity to free up space for bicycles and trees, 

and to disincentivise car use for short journeys. 

o Improving and investing in public transport – low emission bus services and trains, 

including in rural areas. One response suggested opening Beeston Castle and 

Tattenhall railway station, to help improve the accessibility of the Sandstone Ridge. 

o Purpose built and segregated cycle infrastructure in accordance with both the 

government’s Vision for Walking and Cycling and Design guidance LTN1/20 to 

enable travel to work, not converting existing pavements to cycling 

• It was recommended that the borough should have an ambitious plan to create an 

integrated and arterial network of segregated walking/cycling/wheeling pathways on which 

people feel safer to engage on active travel. This is within the scope of the Integrated 

Sustainable Travel Taskforce.  

• Accessibility and inclusivity for all types of user was pointed out by several responses, 

and should apply to all walking, wheeling and cycling routes, as well as green spaces.  

• Any proposals for street greening should include early engagement with United Utilities, 

and needs to consider the impact on water and wastewater infrastructure.  

 

7. Help Nature Adapt 

 

The helping nature adapt actions had a high level of support in the survey responses. 90 

percent strongly agreed or agreed with them, whilst 7 percent disagreed or strongly 

disagreed. Below are the additional considerations that emerged from the survey and email 

responses in relation to these actions. 

 

• Many responses noted the action to protect 30 per cent of land in west Cheshire for 

nature by 2030, which was strongly supported. Three responses called for it to be higher, 

and sooner than 2030. There was some concern as to how the 30 percent was being / 

could be interpreted. One response suggested it needs to include statutory protection for 

the habitats, and that protected status should oblige the landowner to maintain the wildlife 

value of the site. There was a recommendation that the AONB should not be included, as 
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it is a landscape rather than a nature designation, and includes many areas of low 

biodiversity value.  

• One detailed response expressed concern over the 30 percent target. It dicussed that the 

majority of land in the borough is in productive agricultural use.  

• A number of sites have robust management plans that need to be reviewed with any 

outcome of this consultation. As well as landscape scale action, it is important to consider 

site-based scale. 

• Respondents said that investing in the Council’s Biodiversity Net Gain skills was 

important. Some partners suggested their land may be able to contribute to BNG and that 

they were offering wildflower/grassland training for the Council’s streetcare team. This 

opportunity will be reviewed.  

• United Utilities were keen to work with the Council to develop a BNG strategy that, 

wherever possible, supports local biodiversity and nature recovery needs.  

• The creation of wildflower meadows on Council land was welcomed, though the 

importance of resident engagement on this issue was highlighted so that reduced mowing 

is not equated to neglect. A few responses suggested that grass cuttings (as well as 

potentially leaf litter on pavements) could be collected and linked to large-scale 

composting or anaerobic digestion at a farm or community scale.  

 

8. Keep Us Cooler 

 

The keeping us cooler actions had a high level of support in the survey responses. 91 

percent strongly agreed or agreed with them, whilst 4 percent disagreed or strongly 

disagreed. Below are the additional considerations that emerged from the survey and email 

responses in relation to these actions. 

 

• Some responses mentioned passive interventions, other than urban greening, which 

could help manage overheating. These are beyond the scope of this Action Plan, which 

focusses primarily on the greening elements. They included: external solar shading (e.g. 

wooden shutters), solar control window films, wind sails between buildings, mechanical 

ventilation, wind ventilation (i.e. opening windows), night time ventilation, enhancing the 

thermal mass in light weight new build constructions, choice of paint colour.  
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• In relation to urban forests, considerations mentioned included: species and site 

appropriateness, correct tree species for a changing climate, trees not planted at the 

expense of grasslands, sufficient council budget for ongoing maintenance costs, and 

embedding appropriate urban greenery as a requirement within planning/development 

processes. .  

 

9. Reduce Surface Water Flood Risk 

 

The reducing surface water flood risk actions had a good level of support in the survey 

responses. 87 percent strongly agreed or agreed with them, whilst 9 percent disagreed or 

strongly disagreed. Below are the additional considerations that emerged from the survey 

and email responses in relation to these actions. 

 

• Sustainable Urban Drainage Scheme actions need to ensure that they do not include 

areas of biodiversity value or ecological importance. Many water courses, ditches, lakes 

and ponds are designated for nature and are likely to be sensitive to changes in 

hydrology/pollution.  

• In relation to surface water flooding, river and tidal flooding, and water resources, one 

very detailed response asked for a hydrology / hydrogeology risk assessment of the 

impact of climate change on water above and below ground. The Council will both utilise 

in-house expertise via the Mersey Forest on this issue and also engage with partners to 

ensure hydrology is prioritised.  

• Many respondents discussed the need to stop building on floodplains and low-lying land 

which is liable to flood.   

• Respondents noted that planners need to make sure that development does not lead to 

increased flood risk of agricultural land, as well as any urban areas. Farmers are often 

citing development causing agricultural land to flood. An increase in extreme weather 

events has meant that the existing field drainage systems in the borough have struggled 

to cope with peak flow volumes, causing fields to flood and crop losses.  

• Responses encouraged the Council to explore whether there are opportunities to reduce 

surface water discharges from the Council’s estate portfolio, noting that this could have 

beneficial cost reductions in surface water management charges.   
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• Respondents noted that the water sections were closely aligned and interdependent, 

therefore it was recommended that they be merged. This has been actioned in the final 

document.  

 

10. Reduce River and Tidal Flood Risk 

 

The reducing river and tidal flood risk actions had a high level of support in the survey 

responses. 91 percent strongly agreed or agreed with them, whilst 4 percent disagreed or 

strongly disagreed. Below are the additional considerations that emerged from the survey 

and email responses in relation to these actions. 

 

• Several responses were interested in what areas would be at future risk of flooding as a 

result of climate change.  

• Respondents noted that increased afforestation is likely to alter the flow and sediment 

regimes within catchments which could have unknown downstream impacts, hence it is 

important to model the hydro-geomorphology.  

• If any NFM options are identified on farm land, these schemes should be developed in 

partnership with farmers and should also be properly funded.  
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11. Manage Water Resources 

 

The managing water resources actions had a high level of support in the survey responses. 

90 percent strongly agreed or agreed with them, whilst 5 percent disagreed or strongly 

disagreed. Below are the additional considerations that emerged from the survey and email 

responses in relation to these actions. 

 

• Respondents commented on the need to stop pollutants entering waterways in the first 

place, with several highlighting in particular the need to stop raw sewage discharge into 

rivers and coastal waters. Several mentioned that water companies should take 

responsibility for this matter. One response to all sections of the document asked that any 

land use or management changes are undertaken in consultation and collaboration with 

United Utilities, to ensure that any impact on water resources and flood management is 

managed. Changes should not increase the rate of surface water runoff. There are some 

critical areas for ensuring public water supply is not compromised, including: 213 ha of 

United Utilities owned land (operational land for the primary purpose of being a 

water/wastewater provider), other catchment land (not owned by United Utilities) for public 

water supply purposes (designated as drinking water safeguard zones or Groundwater 

Source Protection Zones (SPZs)), the cross border River Dee catchment (which is of 

strategic importance, supplying about a third of North West customers).  

 

12. Manage Visitor Pressure 

 

The managing visitor pressure actions had amongst the lowest support in the survey 

responses than other action areas, and amongst the highest levels of people neither agreeing 

or disagreeing. That said, 80 percent still strongly agreed or agreed with them, whilst 7 

percent disagreed or strongly disagreed, and 13 percent neither agreed or disagreed. Below 

are the additional considerations that emerged from the survey and email responses in 

relation to these actions. actions.  

 

• Respondents noted the importance of ensuring that the Plan embraces support for 

residents and visitors to enjoy our natural environment, promoting positive behaviour 

change and benefitting natural health and wellbeing. 
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• Chester Zoo was highlighted as providing outdoor recreation and nature-based activities 

in a managed way that can alleviate pressure on more sensitive areas. On the zoo estate, 

the nature reserve is a more informal attraction which its own trail, and they have 

developed a walking and cycling ‘wildlife connections’ trail from the nature reserve along 

existing bridleways and canal towpaths into the centre of Chester. They can work with the 

Council on sustainable travel options for visitors to the zoo. 

• Respondents mentioned the need for education and information. This included: on the 

use of drought tolerant planting schemes, low carbon schemes etc.; about the landscape; 

the need to invest in skilled people or work with partners to educate and engage; to 

encourage people to respect the countryside; that the countryside is a working 

environment (to avoid littering, trespass, dog attacks on livestock, parking issues, fires 

associated with disposable barbecues, unsociable behavior).   

 

13. Reduce Soil Erosion 

 

The reducing soil erosion actions had amongst the lowest support in the survey responses 

than other action areas. That said, 86 percent still strongly agreed or agreed with them, whilst 

5 percent disagreed or strongly disagreed. Below are the additional considerations that 

emerged from the survey and email responses in relation to these actions. 

 

• Some respondents felt that further was needed on this section and that this should be 

merged into other sections as it is an underpinning enabler rather than a section in its own 

right. This change has been made in the final version of the Plan.  

 

 


